DOCKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL
From: Shirley Hallmark <shalmark@flash.net>
To: A4 .14 (FCCINFO)
Date: 5/12/98 10:21pm
Subject: RM9267

I am writing in opposition to RM9267.

I have been an radic amateur operator (W5ZwWM) for 45 years. I make my
living in the land mobile communications business. This allows me to see
both sides of this issue. I do not feel the LMCC has a legimate request
{demand) . Why should the LMCC be allowed to get spectrum without going
to an auction!

Amateur radio has done and still does a great deal to further the radio
communications field. If we don't have the spectrum in which to operate,
these contributions will be greatly deminished.

Amateur radio provides communications support in times of diaster;
natural or man-made, ie,the OKC bombing. The repeaters operating in the
70 cm band play a big part in this support.

Please consider your decision on this matter very carefully. I am sure

you will see the need and importance of leaving the amateur bands
intact.

Sincerely,

C.L. Hallmark,Jr. - N.C.E.
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From: "Larry Mason" <lhmason@npwt.net>
To: A4 . A4 (FCCINFO)

Date: 5/13/98 8:07am

Subject: 70 cm band

I am opposed to changing the use of the 420-450 MHZ band
from amateur use to commercial.

Amateurs need bands to experiment and to use in
communication.

Amateur experimentation has led to the development of a
numbexr

of communications discoveries.

Commercial interests need to be kept from intruding on
amateur

bands, lest amateur radio become a thing of the past, a
development which would greatly hurt our society. Amateurs
are of primary importance in disaster communications, among

other things.
Thank you

Lawrence H. Mason WI9NND
MARS ABRSCA
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From: *Harold L. Deitz" <hdeitz@ms.rose.cc.ok.us>

To: B7.B7(BCROSS) 2

Date: 5/13/98 8:34am [2 3 (7 o
Subject: RM on LMCC request. /)/\ q R mf‘ EoTs 4T 5.
Bill,

| hope you can get this into the system. | am not sure how to make these
comments, but | know there is more to it than this. The recent LMCC
request for immediate primary allocation of 420 Mhz to 430 Mhz and 440 Mhz
to 450 Mhz is absurd. Their comment that their use of the amateur 70 cm
band would benifit the amateurs with emerging technology is rediculus.
Hams have been using the 420 - 430 Mhz part of the band for television
transmission for years. Their is also Moon Bounce operation in this part

of the band as well as other simplex uses that are not readily detectable
by sticking a rubber duckie in the air attached to a spectrum analyzer in a
particular city. Those types of operation are typically NOT in the crowded
cities but would be adversely affected by numerous LM operations in and
around a populated area. Simplex operations in this part of the band
routinely use high gain, low noise receiving systems with very high gain
antennas. | am able to pick up cable TV leagage with a single beam at 30
ft and a very low noise preamp from a couple of miles away. | proved this
to a visiting FCC inspector in Del City, Oklahoma a few years ago. He was
very iimpressed with my capabilities.

The amateur radio bands are a public resource and it is time that the FCC

and Big Business quit raping that resource. The lower two megahertz of the
amateur 220 Mhz band was taken away because UPS said they just had to have
it. After they got it they siad they didn't need it anymore. However, it

was never given back to us and it hasn't been used for anything yet that

would justify it's being taken away.

As for the 440 Mhz to 450 Mhz part of the band, it is full of FM repeaters.
In fact, it is so full, the National Frequency Coordinators Council
(backed by the ARRL) is just recently trying to rewirte the band plan for
420 Mhz to 450 Mhz to allow for more FM repeater operations. LM operations
in this part of the band would totally destroy our 70 cm FM operations.
This includes public service and emergency communications of which we

needed here in Oklahoma City during the bombing of the Murrah building. |
took part in that also.

There are too many good reasons not to aliow LMCC primary or even secondary
operations in this part of the band to mention in an email.

Hal - WBOVMY
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From: N9ZMM <N9ZMMe@aol.com>

To: A4 .74 (FCCINFO)

Date: 5/13/98 9:17am DOCKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL
Subject: Rule Making # 9267

I am writing in regards to the ruling on the 70-cm bands.

I am told that that someone is once again trying to take this band away from
the Hams. This band is used a lot with the space program and other usefully
projects. I am against any changes to the Ham band 70-cm.

Archie, N9ZMM
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From: Bruce J. Sowles <Bruce_J._Sowles@glfn.org>
To: A4 .A4 (FCCINFO)

Date: 5/13/98 11:1lam

Subject: RM9267

Dear FCC,

I hate RM-9267. Throw it out forget it. We are all against if find
a better answer on other frequencies or buy are radio's I am against
RM9267. I had to tale my test to use 440 on a secondary bases and
bussines band people pay and are allowed to take over the 440 band, it
have it become a trash CB band. If you don't stop this I am going to
get Nick Smith included from Michigan we are going to start a massive
letter writting campain. We are going to complain the FCC is letting
big bucks by out hamradio. I am angry at this rm9267 it's against my
right of the constitution of free speech.
Bruce Sowles
249 S. 20 TH ST.

Battle Creek, Mich ggtﬁg?ffﬁﬁﬁ"Tfﬁ

49015 PRI

(616) 964-2934

e-mail BrucedJ.Sowleseglfn.oryg MAY ie ?098

Callsign KC8IHD i
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